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: cmmunity callegés nad,a' per‘iad csf‘ r‘apid grawth in enrol;ments pr";or

,ﬂﬁ Keefc na?gés have contipued to. rise, it, was éssential to analyze
ﬂDt these cﬁargés ‘ecould™ bE a, ‘major f‘actcr in inf‘luencmg students
Va: cg:gmunlty collegé;‘ Tnls papep will be addressing t:his isaue. T

BT a;r‘elati éhip ‘between. student. ‘tuition and, feé charges' and stgdent enrollméﬂts
in-the: publ;g ccmunitylcclleges of; Illim:is during the past nine years 'in an
. attempt to ‘determine’ whétneﬁ’lncr'easing tuit;nn levels. were . hav;ng a negative
S ;Lm_pagt_:a,ﬂ = g unit.y college et réllmenés. “, The . posﬂble ;mpact. gf -student .

F‘Iﬁv 1'975 andj stab:.lized enmllments aftér t.nat péf‘ma and gince’ student

,l.im;l;\.s "'Camunity Callege, anr‘d (ICCE) ~stafr analyzéd ‘ t:h;j H
u

—tud cnarges"'aﬂ“stuf =Nk “enrollments- is net” only “of "doncern <£o” the
. }IC‘.C‘.B but ;c tha ‘indlvidual ccC ,,,,uni\a ‘dolleges and to: variauks %tate ageneies,'
such as the ‘Illinois’ Eaar-% of Higher Education CIBHE) The. LBHE has. issued
o several pcsitian papers r'ecently which deal witn the lmpa;:‘t. Df ‘E}(\;tlon and fee
ey enar'gés‘“ on- étudent ac:cess and QthEé as wa%; as enrollments. R - f

I

S o Dat;a uti’lizéd ta eanduct t.hls study Lor tﬂe nlnéayear‘ per‘icd undér‘ cor id;
“o. . ‘eratiof (FY 1971- thmugh FY 19?’9) wer'é?cbta;ned from r‘epc:r‘ts and re::or‘ds in
A ',t.ne ICcB ﬂfflcé‘ ‘The  data . .used consisted of  both student. headcount and

full<time equivalent (FTE) enrollménta dnd. student ‘tuition. and fee char-gés in -,

-=‘f--"-‘ii.’fbc:th actual’ and’ e nstant dall.ars and was d;str‘ibuted by- dlstr';ct as ‘well as by
o statewidé tatal : : :

;f Althcugh th study was désigned ta measura thé dégr‘ee of: thg relatianshlp

, . 'betwegn tuitia seg . and enfallments, La ecrrélatianal analysis "does not
e determine a'gause and effect ralaﬁicnshlp, It is recognized that although
"+ .many other factors (suéﬁ 33 the economy, the. numbér cg high school-graduates,

i’ univeraisy admissiﬂn, studént finahncial aid,-and the general establishment of
‘" new_and éxpanded ccmmu\'nity celleges)‘-did impact Qnmmunj.ty eallege énrollmerﬁfs,

mthes‘e were 'not ‘taken int;cqnsideraticn in tiis study," It is, r‘eccmmendéd ‘that.»

further st.udy of these/other factors be made  befbre a ean&lusign is dr'awn

, \about ghe cause and eff of tuitian/fees on enr‘allménts. A
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In Illinoia, the studens @eadcount éﬂFDllment* in the: publlé communitz
increased 126. 29 from FI 1971 to FY- 1979 while stydent FTE “tfull- time
) enrollment increaseﬁ 51. 3%. However, the ingreases in- anrollm&nt

“equiva

.started “to. level off jafter FY 1975 as is evident in- the 0. 4% increase in_ neadaid,

count ed
" Same pariod of -time (PY 1971 to.FY- -197

¢ tuition and- fee ghapges in actual”

“tuition ‘and .fees in constant 1971 dollars, tuition a
" 4§3% for the same* pépiod;of time. - ' . SN

RF-

. P .

i

- taxpayers have also ' been ,h reluctant - in . recent ¢ years to continually

@

Financial support fcr Illinois public community colleges igZ§hiftlng from

,logal districts to .the &tate ard, through increaséﬁ tuition and fees, to ghe >

studeut. ‘It ‘is .inevitable .that with‘ig;reaaed charges due to inflatior® it
will bé*virtually impossible for community dollegés to ‘recover from reductions

v in*btate and local fiﬂanoial support without raising tuition anhd fee charges.

= i
7

of Cost on’ Enrollments 1in Post=Secondary Education, numerous gmplrical studies .

the impact of cost is Falatively small- : _— e e R

suggéét that cost has'an- impact on. deaisions to attend or: qot attend oollege
and on which institutions to atténdi” However the results, of these- studies
génerally suggest that factors. other ‘than cost are quite significant and that

i .
B

chhaél MePhearson, in his report ént;tled "The Demand far Privaté Higher

Institute .in~ 1978, ‘argued that the- detrimental' effect of increased tuitio

1y'the same level. He. believes the effects of tuition must be.. .agsessed .in

relation to ‘other influénces on enrollment.
L

;Purpéseu of the Study o ;f;‘ ST _ i_ T

S A

Tne primary purposé .of, tnia-study was to datermine if the student tultion

. _and fee “‘levels are significantly related to community college. student - L
. énrollment. Enrollments have ‘been declining in some of the Illinois public .: &

commuﬁity colleges in the last few years; hence, there was a need to examine
the possible effegtg.of the increasing student tuition and fee charges on.
declining enrollments.’ The -following is a listing of ma jor objectives of the
study o y ‘ o )

=

T .'equivalant (FTE) enrollment by district and. statewidé totzls from- FY
. 1971 through FY 1979.

.;;‘; o , o i' o ,
Ef " To ;dentify student’ tuition and”’ fee eharges Yln both actual or cur-

rent and constant or - adjusted dollars) - by community college district

"l ,I gnu statewide averages from FY 1971 through FY 1979

o i - "S . Tt -

ollment and 2.3% decrease in FTE éhrollment for' Fall 1979. For the

Accordlng to. tne Carnegié Cdémisaion on Highér Education,_tui;lon ohargés

r~ﬁhava- inc eased more - rapidly. ‘than student costs in. the B
largely /to .the .fact ¥hat. State governments have been_under&

' g, £rom eompeting claiman&s in non-educational sectors for state, revenues, - -

[ncrease propérty taxés for*gommunity colleges in many parts of Illinois., - -;'

.‘J Aceording to’ ‘the Illinois Boaﬁd of Higher Education Reﬁort on the lmpact

N 1;l, Teo idéntify the community college student headcount and full- tlme

“. uollars rose 76%. However, if we consider the "ififlation faqtor and calculate "_;
ees. only 1ngre35éd :

- sector ‘due -
.ncreased pres!_p"ﬁ*;

Education," Publie Policy and Private Highér Eduoation, printed by - Brookings .-

N charges on enrc lment is frequently overstated. He continued by saying bhat |
’ while tuition is inoreasing, the ability to pay also increases at approximate- ..

W

£ .
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ST threugh FY 1979. o S, o .
R To correlate (shcw\mhe réiationship bétween) student énroylments sﬁd5:"
o "the tuition afid’ fee charges (in ‘@ctual “and constant dﬁllafs) by -
R 2 o distﬁict and: statewide averages far eaeh yéar from FY- 1971 tnrough FY
c L ;7" ©o 19794 K S o, K _ :

Eesearch Mathod@lsgy . L . o,
——=d : , . 1_

- = . . . . ,e* * . 5. - i
= = s [ . ST . Co . o L e e e g
- . tr o S H s agg - i - . L = *

£33, o show - ‘the relatianship Ccorrelation) ‘Between student enrollments
S N and “tuition and fe% chargés (in. actual and in- constant. dollar3s) by
Z‘:;' _ S distriet and by statewide totals f@r each cgllege from FY 1971 -

L HistOFigal,data“ which™ included fall. lDtn day studegt headgourit enrolle

mént fall 10th day student FTE enrollment, the number change in’ headecount,

—"“—"'“”“*tne"“numbér"‘anaﬁgé*‘in FTE, the perdent ‘change 1A both néadaeunt and FTE,

t ‘tuition and fee charges in actual (edrrent) dollars: as well .as constant o

f'” (adjusted) . dollars, the .dollar change, in. tuition -and fEéE in both actual and

'A constant dollars) and the percent change in. tuition and fees in both actual_
-and constant dollabrs, were compiled for each community gollege for the period:

. FY, 1971 through FY 1979 (see Appendix D for. detailey tables).” Data for ‘actual

_ Reparts which Péported the t
e Illinois State Scholarship Commission report tor each- community college. In

R Qrder to get a better perspective Las8" to what- tuitian and fee charges wauld‘bet‘,{

"-Hitncut the inflation fadtor, the charges were. caicuiated for each community

. collegg in . cofhstant - (adjastéd) 1971 'dollars for,~the period ,1970-71 ‘to

S+ }1978-79.. 1In buying power, "this would “/mean that 'whdt cost $10 ig 1971 would
S0 cost approximately $17 in 1979. The inaex used % adjust for the changing

: valye -of the;dcllar ‘over time is based on the” Highgr Education Price Index ;?

‘whieh- is pub;ishéd by thé Naticnal Institute of. Education. .

. . s, ' - =

<

.=

the &hanges An- student tuition and fee charges-.in Both.~agtual and. constant
dollar's. " This. analysis which used the Pearson R correlation determined if a

&

tuitiaﬁ ‘and fee charges wézf taken from past yéars' ICCB Operating Financev
tion and. -fee charges from data obtained from the-

ot A statistical analysis was performéd to measure the=;élaﬁicﬁsnip bétuéen'
data pebtaining to the changes .in' student neadcount aqp FTE énraliments and

A significaht statistiecal relatiaaship existéd ‘between changes in énrallménts,

-

and cﬁanges in tuition and fees.

B

1972 through FY 11979). Thus, the FY 1972 correlation/is based on changes

between’ vaIQ 1 apd FY®1972. A correlation .was also done between the .vari- . .

ables oa tne éaﬂew;de averages for the Y%EFS FY. 1972 through FY 1979.

Limitations of thé Study e I
. - ; ,
7 This analysis ia 1imited ‘to" Qetermining tha Félati@nshlp that exists
' between tuition/fees and enrollmeﬂt but does not determine the cause and
effect, “In other wards "even if this an%ly51a revealed that increases in
Jtuifion/fees relate:highly to' decreased enrallmgnts it could not be concluded
“that thé; reason
=:tui§ionfféésg .The decreased enrcllménts may,* well have been caused by .other

: unamployment ratés. s B f : 8 ¥

’ = s .,d- . : - P . . « . .
R St e B B - 'y BT - S R

!

Coﬁrelations were computed for-all community colleges for eaeh year for FI
1972 thr ugﬁt*Y;f§79 as well as for each community callege “for dll years (FY "~

;xfor  the decreased énrallments was -the inerease in:

R _ - factors; such as tna‘decreased nuﬂbér of niéb schoal graduates or decreasad B



Student enrailments (bath heéﬂéount and full time equivalant) by distriot -
and statgwide totals were compiled\and ana;yzed for: the perdod of time’ fram FY

1971 "through FY 1979 (see Tables|10 through 15 in Appendix D- for details).
This data 8hoys. that statewide botﬁ\geadcaunt -and - FIE -enrollments peaked in FY

1975. and _have remained relatively~sﬁab¥a since then. However, in- looking at - B
iﬂd;Vldual aollege ata ‘there -may .be 5r§?t fluctuat;ana frgm yéaﬁ ta year, '
] . . .

e In Illinais, the student héSdCDUnE enrollment in. cammunity ccllégeag
“increased 126.2% from FY .1971 ta FY l§79‘¥hile FTE enrollment increased 51.3%
. statewide (see- Tables 5 and 8 in: Appendix\g)j. When analyzing individual gal—_

?rleges for_the .same period of ‘time, tne headéount enrpllment - changes ranged

e e e

from, a decrease of - 19.6% to an indrease- of ‘1155.4%. The FTE enrollment’
ehangés rangedwfrom no,change‘ta an- increase oEWEEH 8%~from FI~1971 to- FY‘1979;’

Student tuition and fée charges (in bath actual ‘and caﬂstant dollars) ware“

. compiled utilizing the ICCB Dperating Finance ‘Reports for each commurfity col-".

" . lege ‘distriét as well as the statewide average from-FY 1971 through FY 1979

-irelatian of +0.80/«0.50 or ‘more usually shows . some significant/ statistieal - -

i
yé-

EKC

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

(see Tables 16 through 21 in Appéndix .D for further information).  In  looking
. at. the: daﬁa, in FY 1972 and FY 1977 tuitlgn and - fee charges experienced 'the

largast increases (17%) statewidé.; Tuition. and fee charges 'in constant'
dgllars .peaked in FY 1972-with an 11% increase over the FY 1971, charges._ Only.

one . callege has- actually decreased tuition and fee charges during ~ the .

nlneayear time pericd béing asalyzed. T .  ;€

For ;he same perlad cf time (FY 1971 through FY l979) ‘the tuition and fée
chargés in actu&l dollars rose 76% while the charges in constant dollars rose
only U.3%. When analyzing the tuition and fees in actual and constant ddéllars
by individual ¢ollege frcm FY- 1971 to FY 1979, the percent. of change in actual
d61iars ranged from a low of 8.8% to a high of 1&27 8%, while th§§ﬁéggen5

‘echange. in constant dollars ranged from a decrease of -35. 5% to -an incresse of
’895 53 . S ' - ‘

-~

Table 1 snows the five highest and five lowest tuition and fee, cnarges:(in*
actual dollars) in the public community colleges in Illinois. during FY 1979.

- Also included i3 a- comparlson of those colleges! headcount-- -enrollment and

tgitian and fee charges for FY 1979 with FY 1971 and FY 1975. ' The percent
change in enrollment and tuition and fees (in actual dollars) between EY- 1971
and .FY 1975 and FY 1975 to~ FY 1979 as well as FY 1971 to FY 1979 is also

.shown, It is interesting to note that-all five colleges with h;gh tuition and
. feer cﬁarges show steadily increasing enrollments., Of the five colleges with

low .tuition and fee charges, one showed decreasing enrallment but significant-

ly increased.tuition and fees. It should be noted that two of the collgkes .
with lowest tuition- and fees during FY -1979 did -not have tuition and fee -

charges ﬁuring _FY 1971 althaugh they ‘were in .existence at that tlme. There=
fore, the percent change, inftultign and fees fram E¥ 1971 to FI 1979 'is *sub-=
stantial i o
In order to determ;ne if = s;gnifleant relationsn;p .existed between ' the
changes in student tuition and fee charges and sthe changes in student head-.
count -and ‘FTE enrollments, a Pearson R statistlgal carrel%tlﬁn was run on the
data, - If the correlation equaleg:-a +1.00, this-would mean the relationship

' between ‘the variables was ‘the st ‘ongest possible positive correlation. “If the-

cgrré;atién ‘equaled. zero,. thia would indicate no r%lationsnip, and- a =1.00
would show the strongest pcssible negative\rélatianshipif A statistizal cor=

eorrélatian depending upon the number of "eases" involved. .

- | _',E; ' [é)
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Table 2 shows . the measure Of relationship. (comelation) between the
_chariges in student 'tuition and fee charges (both in 'actual ang in ‘constant .. - -
ddllars) and the changes ip, student headcount and FTE enrollment™for each tom- =

" munity college district for all.years (FY 1971 through FY 1979). The ‘tesults )
show..a very low negative correlation between tuition and fee change and the T

" enrollment change for the Illinois public.community colleges between FY 1971 . . ~~
‘and FY 1979.and, therefore, no statistical inference can be made. R

s . - ..~ Table 3 presents the measure of relationship (correlation). between. the
changes in student tuition and fee -charges (both.n actual and constant

.dollars) and the changes in student enrollment for each. community college

district for each year from FY 1972 through FY 1979 for all community col=~"

leges. No'significant relationship was in evidence. - A8 ¢an be seen, most of
Mjm—ﬁmwlfvthéwééﬂnélabions;HEIE"VE?Y 1oweand_s;;gg§;y'negatiVE;.1 ' S

-In looking at the méasure of relationship-between the variables from FY
1971 ‘to FY 1979 for statewide averages (Table U4), all correlations  were
extremely low and all but. one are-'slightly negative. Therefore, no statisti- - -
cal significance can be found statewide between the changes in.student enroll-"’
ment (headcount and FTE) and the changes in student- tuition and fee charges
for this particular .period of time.- It should be  noted . that there wds no,

- significant statisﬁicalﬁdifferenée between the gcrrelatién'of tuition and fee
charges in actual dollars and tuition and fees in constant dollars. ' :
Correlation plot charts were created through the ICCB Management Informa-

tion System whiech shdw the correlation of -the changes . in student enrollment
"' (headcount and FTE) to- the changes in tuition.and fee charges for all. com=
" munity college ‘districts for all years from FY 1971 through FY 1979 (see
Appendix B for details). A plot chart presents the data being correlated for
each district for each year (observation). On each chart every community col-
. lege district would have a point plotted for each year's data in an eéight-year.
~ period. For example, Chart 1l°in Appendix B shows the correlation- plot chart
. of the dollar»;nangafiﬁ student tuitiop and fee charges (actual) to the number
change in student headgéunt enrollmert for all community” college districts in
= Illinois from FY 1971 through FY 1979. It should be note&*pﬁat each observa- .

tion (data for one -district for. one _year) reflects a letter code, A = 1
observ@tion.ob district ', B = 2 observations or districts...Z = 26 .observa-
tions ®r districts, If a B is shown on the chart, this may show one bf .three
things: 1) two different community college "districts have the same ghanges, in
the data for a given-or single  year; 2) two different community college
districts have the same changes in- data for two different years; or (3) a

"single college district has the same changes in data for two different years.

" As'canh be seen in Chart 1, the lettér codes range from A-Z with Z equaling 26°

" observations. Thirty-five observations werg hiddeh in this particular chart,

_ This means that if the chart were three dimensional that 35 more observations
‘or polnts could be seen under the Z letter. code. The correlation for. this *’
particular plot chart is .01 which means that -most.of the observations were on i
or - very -near to zero and, therefore, no statistical- .relationship is in .
evidetce. - ST o

= - B Y

" In order to see tow the Illinois community colleges' student tuition and

 fee charges compare to the Illinois public universitieé{»tuipion‘and“féeé‘wére-
- caleulated- for each, public university in Illinois using data obtained from the
.T1linois State Scholarship Commission for ‘public universities from FY 1971 to
“FY 1979 (See Table 8 in Appendix C for the distribution).’ Although some com- - ..
B ‘munity college districts may tharge, more than the public universities during a

given year, statewide . averages show that .the public universities have ...
substantially greater tuition and fee charges than the public community col- 7/ -
- leges (65.2% more in FY 1979 alone). - -1_1 PR ' - . Lo
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- T The results of. the correlabional analysis which was= canﬂucted on .the.- .-~
student. enrollment ang™ tuition/fee -data: showed no, significant relatianship ‘ )
- betwean Ene gnangés in stuaent enro;;ment and ‘the changes ln stuéént~ﬁUftlon:“”? ''''
-« and fee - charges (eltnér in. actual dollars ér in constant dollars fcr the :
Illinoiskpublﬂz ccmmunity cclleg_ﬁdlstrieta between FY 1991 and FY 1979) The | -
"data were analyzed in saveral d;ﬂferent ways and tha carnelatlcnal analy51s af" :
v 3 tha data revealéd the fo;lcwing results,-;' . _ i - T

“% 1., . There was no 51gnificant rélatioﬁsh;p betweén changes iﬂ student
,\L T enrollment. and chahges in tuition _and fee.. charges —for all- ecmmunity -
Sepoi e aglleges T in ‘Illinois for tne élght-yéar perlod frgm EI lS?l through’

!‘:" : FY '1979. : - : . T D
. .There was no signiflcant relatianshlp bétween the changes in student
- enrodllment and - changes in-tuition. and fee charges ‘for .all of the

ST © public cammun;ty college districts far any singlé year for which data :
i ere available from FY' 1971 tnrougn FY 1979, .

i o S ] A
l

1
- There was no slgnificant grelat;c:nshlp betwéén changas in student
’ enrgllment and changes 1n student tuition and. fees either in agtual
‘dollars or whén the tuition and fees were adjusted ta constant.
~dollars ‘to take intg acaount ‘the inflatiOn rate. - . :

The résults of this carrelatlanal analya;s showed tﬁat tuition and féé
levels in Illinoia were not one of the- pr;mary factors that impacted student
‘enrollments ‘during the past  eight years. The results sof this analys%g
‘revealed that tuition and. fees increased very little dur;ng ‘the eight-year
period indeed barely- keeping ahead of-the inflatian rate, . which means that

 relative to all other casts the cost of, tuition in FY 1979 was approximately

. " the same (only 4% higher) than fin FY 1971. 1In analyzing -the changes in’ .
| enrollment during thease past eight years in the public . community colleg S, a-
number ‘of ‘other factors seem to have had :a’ much greater impact on these
changés in. edrollments than did tuit;on and fees.” For éxample, the high -
unemployment levels during the FY 1976 and FY 1977 had a very dramatic impact s

. on increasing community qollegé enrollments at that time. -Also, the increase

in the nlimber of high school graduates . until FY 1979 ‘had an impact -on the

. increased enrollments experienced in: the early 1970's. These are only a few

of the many other factors which may have had. a much greater impact on: changes

k in student enrollment during the ' past eight years tnan changes inm- ggmmun;ty

'! _ cclléga tu1tion and fee changes.

college district's tuition and fee charges and changes in student enrollment
|~ were compiled in a form whioh -will enable thé analysis of the relationship
between changes in stldent enrollments ‘and changes in student tultian and fee
charges to be conducte on a pEPleiE basis in the future. . _ L,

: - ; : .

Since the 198D' will be a pérgcd of inereased competition far the
traditianal college age students (they gils-éu years of age), tuition and fee
chargas may become a critical factor®yghich may influence student enrollments,

' Hence, analyzing . tultiﬂn and fee levels in comparison to tuition. and fee
levels of ~ompeting institutions will be eritical during this pe?iod_ Itiis
also recommended that this analysis®be repeated every three td five years to !
see if any signlficant changes h%k? occurred during this time,

I " A3 a result of this analysis, hlstcrica; data abcut each public.gcmmunlty
|
1
|
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;:d(} B © Illinois E@mmuﬁity Qél;ege Board .
Tl ) TABLE 3
& w
MEASURE QF STAIISTECAL RES%QIDNSHTP BETWEEN THE CHANGE ﬁlSTUDENT
. TUITION AND FEES IN ACTUAL AND CONSTANT DDLLARS “AND THE CEANGESé
IN STUDENT HEADCDUNT ‘AND FTE ENROLLMENT 'FOR EACH ZEAR FROM
FY l972 THRQUGH FY 1979 FOR ALL CDMMUNLI! COLLEGE DISTRICTS
_ _ 7 3 ' _ _ .
FY FY FY FY FY¥ FY FY FY
VARIA§E§S  i L1972* 1973 . 1974 . 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979
Dollar C&ange in Tuition & Fees . ’
(Actual Dollars) to Number T L . . - 3 o :
Charige in Haﬁdcount Enrallmant ~.21 A1 ° -.12 .33 -.10 -39 -.14 ~13
, N : : ‘é
Dollar Change in Tuition & F%es B :
. (Actual Dollars) to Numbér
Chaﬁge in FTE Enrollment _=.22 2l  -.17°- .37 -.06 .46 .04 =08
= ! . £ .
Dollar Change in Tuition & Fees, . : . .
(Constant Dollars) to Number _ ’ , :
Change in Headedunt Enrollment -.19 .09 -.02 34 -.09 " .31 -.15 .13
o riChange in Tuition & Fees !\\xffg ’ ) ‘
'(Canstant Dollars) to Number o . -
AChagge in” FTE Enrollment __=.20 .22 -.13 .39 =.04 - 16 L0l .07
.Percent Change in Tuition & Fees s .
(Actual Dollars) to Percent ’ . K 7
‘Change in Headcount Enrollment® -.01 -.06 -.21  -.20 -,13 -.,08 _-.,21 -.06
= = I — - = . Lo ] — -
Percent Change in Tuition & Fees
(Actual Dollars) To Percent * ' .
Change in FTE Enrollment, Sl -.ow -.21 .01 -.02 ~-.06  -.11 02.
Percent Changé in Tuition & Fees : i
(Constant Dollars) to Percent
Change in Headcount Enrollment -.0l -.06 -.19 -.16 -.13' =-.18 -.22 -,06
/
Percent Change in Tuition & Fees :
(Constant Dollars) to Percent .
. Change in FTE Enrollment -.11 -,03 -.25 05 -.03 -.16 -.14 02

a
. 7

* Identifies change from FY 1971 to FY 1972
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e . I1linois Community FCQHEQE Board

. _Table 4

.. " ar  ENROLLMENT AND TUITION/FEES VARIABLES (FY 1971 To FY 1979) FOR
LS STATEWIDE ILLINOJS PUBLIC COMMUNITY COLLEGE AVERAGES :

¥ s . 2
-0 . .

¢ OF STATISTICAL RELATIONSHIP (YORBELATION BY PEARSON R)* BETHEEN STUDENT

o

iﬁ . o | — T, : \,2
ST AW B ) S : .

fDollaf;Qh':gE in Tuition & Fees = - Number Change in\Headcounc, a

- (Actual-Tollars) ' Enrollment? N T 3

[

Dollar Change:in_fuiEiaﬁj& Fpas § . Number Change in F?ﬁv
(Actual pollars) _ . ' . Enrollment ) e Ve

5 o

Doilar Change in Tuition & Fees . _
(Constdng Dollars) . 4

. -, 7.E s Ty ar - ¥ : ) *
Dollar!@haﬁ'é'infiﬁdﬁiag»& Fees- . ; Number Change. in FTE
JCénstanﬁ’*'la:s)":u ) . © 'Enrollment g

;Ssbbet Cﬁamgeﬁiﬁ Headecount
EArollmert °

¥ P %

=

'Pgrceﬁflcﬁéggé‘in‘fﬁitiaﬁ & Fees: - ? Percent Q,aﬁgg'iglﬁeéd:auﬁt
(Actual Dollars) 7 - ’ : Enrollment ; SUINY
Percent Change in Tuition & Fees

Percent ChangafiglFTE
(Actual Dollars) '

. Enrollment , i
; . . - . : N
Percept Change in Tuition & Fef Percent ‘Change in Headcount |

" (Coggtant Dollars)y T ' . Enfollmeht .

Percént Change in FTE

’Péréeﬂg Change in Tuition & Feges o
o % Enfallmangj . fe
A ) ' "

(Constant Dollats) ff{

e 4

, i‘?‘ k ]

* Pearson R Correlationm of +1.00 is the stfangést positive fgelatidnship, R = O

indicates no relationship and R = -1.00 indicates the strongest negative relationship. -
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Cgmparisan of * %Eudent ‘Headcount and FTE Enmllments nd Student Tuition aﬂd - '1.\\
\_ Fee gharges (in Actual and Constant Dollars) FY¢1971L to\ry 1975, FY 1975 to FY

1579 and FY 1971 to FY 1978 f‘c:r* Each Fublie Cammu@tya College, Distri. t in
fliinmdois. - _ - . .
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